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REMARKS 

This amendment is submitted in response to the 
office action mailed Feb- 1, 2007. The deadline for 
responding has been extended to July 2, 2007 by a req^iest 
for an extension of time. 

Appllcanta hereby request: an lzit:ervlew prior to 
Issuance o£ a new o££lce action In the event that after 
readinfir the remarks below the Examiner Intezuia to 
maintain any of the prior art rejections or make any new 
rejections based aa the applied reference U.S. Patent Mo. 
7,139,268. 

I. Introduction 

Claims 1-41 are pending. Claim 5 has been amended 
to correct the claim dependency, i.e.., claim 5 has been 
amended so that it now depends from a preceding claim. 
New claims 22-41 have been added. Support for new claims 
22-38 can be found in the original application as filed 
including the claims, figures and detailed description. 

In the Office action the Examiner rejected all of 
the claims pending at the time of the office action, 
i,e,, claims 1-21, as being unpatentable imder 35 U.S.C. 
102(b) in view of U,S. Patent No. 7,139,268 (the Bhagwat 
et al . patent) . As will be discussed below, this 
reference does not anticipate or render obvious any of 
the pending claims. 
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ZI. nie Rejection Undex- 

35 U>S.C, 102 Should Be Withdrawn 

Applicants note that representative claim 1 is 
directed to a communications method in which a shaored 
secret is used to secure communications between first and 
second nodes. ■The Bhagwat et al, patent Is devoid of any 
mention of the word "secret". Accordingly, it in no way 
anticipates or renders obvious any of the pending claims - 

. A keyword search of the Bhagwat et al. patent 
further reveals that the word "security" appears only 
once in the entire patent, i.e.., in the paragraph cited 
by the Examiner in rejecting all of claims 1-21. 
However, this single mention of the word "security" in 
the patent does not in any way teach, disclose or suggest 
the numerous claimed features and steps which relate to 
the use of a shared secret . 

Accordingly, it should be appreciated that none of 
the pending claims are anticipated or rendered obvious by 
the applied reference. 

A. Further Discussion of 

Why the Rejection Should he Withdrawn 

Representative claim 1 is patentable because it 
recites : 

A communications method for use in a 
system comprising a first, second and third 
nodes, and a first secret, said first secret 
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being shared bet:ween tbe first and second 
nodes to secure communications bet^ween said 
first and second nodes, the method 
comprising: 

operating the first node to establish a 
secure communications session with said 
second node using the first shared secret to 
secure the contents of packets communicated 
from the first node that are directed to the 
second node as part of the secure 
communications session; 

operating a third node which is coupled 
to said first and second nodes to maintain 
in memory a copy of said first shared 
secret ; exx6. 

operating the third node to receive a 
secure flow of packets from the first node 
that are directed to said second node 
part of the secure communications session. 



In rejecting all the claims of the pending 
application/ the Examiner. simply cites col ► 5, lines 43- 
62 over and over without matching up the text of the 
cited portion of the Bhagwat et al. patent to the 
elements or steps recited in the claims. Applicants 
respectfully submit that a review of the text cited by 
the Exmainer in the Bhagwat et al. patent revels that the 
features cited in the claims are not disclosed in the 
applied reference , 

The cited portion of the Bhagwat et al . patent, 
which is the only place in which the word security 
appears in the applied patent states: 

FIG. 8 depicts a scenario that includes 
three nodes A 801, I 802, and B 803 and two 
connections C.sub.AI 808 and C.sub.BI 809. 
Node I 802 represents an intermediate node 
between nodes A 801 andi B 803. An 
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intermediate node is a node that influences 
commiinication between one or more pairs of 
nodes that commiinicate with each another by 
connecting to the intermediate node. There 
are many different ways in which an 
intermediate node can influence 
communication between node pairs. For 
example, an intermediate node might simply 
enable commionication between two sets of 
nodes that would not otherwise be able to 
communicate. An Intermediate node might: 
enforce security restrictions by allowing 
eacli node to commxinicate with only a 
specifically authorized set of nodes. An 
intermediate node might also improve the 
performance of communication between two 
sets of nodes by caching, that is retaining 
a copy of, data trcmsf erred between the sets 
of nodes and providing such data to a node 
when it is requested eliminating the need 
for the data to be resent by the node from 
which.it was originally obtained, (col. 5, 
lines 43-62, bold added) 

It should be appreciated that there is no need or 
inherent requirement that an intermediate node store a 
"shared secret" in order to "enforce security 
restrictions by allowing each node to communicate with 
only a specifically authorized set of nodes". Such 
security restrictions can be inyplemented in a variety of 
ways, e.g., based on source and/or destination device 
addresses or identifies without any need for a "secret" 
to be used. 

Xn view of the above discussion it should be 
appreciated that the applied reference in no way 
anticipates or renders obvious any of the pending claims 
and that all of the rejections should be withdrawn. 
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III. Re<iuegt: for Clarification 

To give Applicant a full and fair opportunity to 
respond to any new or repeated rejections, it is 
requested that the Examiner clearly identify in any new 
office action or during tba re<zua8ted interview the 
individual elements in the reference which the Examiner 
asserts correspond to the individual elements recited in. 
the pending claims . 

For example, please clearly identify wliat particular 
nodes in the reference the Eauuniner assert are the first 
node, second node and third node, respectively. Where is 
the secure communications session described? What does 
the Exsuniner assert in any applied reference corresponds 
to the first shared secret recited in claim 1? 

With regard to claim 2 what does the Examiner assert 
in the applied reference corresponds to the recited 
"second shared secret"? 

With regard to claim 3, what does the Examiner 
particular message does the Examiner assert corresponds 
"toaa^gQ the first node [sent Toy^ the third node] 
indicating successful receipt of packets by said second 
node**? Without the Examiner citing a particular message 
in the reference Applicant does not have an opportunity 
to address and overcome the Examiner's rejection. 

With regard to claim 14 what in the reference 
corresponds to the recited "two packets" and what 
corresponds to the " third packet " ? 
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Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner 
not only clearly identify what the Examiner contends 
corresponds to the above noted claim features but all the 
recited claim features including those of the dependent 
claims which the Examiner asserts in any new or repeated 
rejection are disclosed or obvious in view of the applied 
reference (s) . 

IV, Concluflion 

In view of the foregoing amendments and 
remarks. Applicant respectfully submits that the pending 
claims are in condition for allowance. Accordingly, 
Applicant requests that the Examiner pass this 
application to issue. 

If there are any outstanding issues which need to be 
resolved to place the application in condition for 
allowance the Examiner Is reczaested to call and scliedula 
tlie re<zaested interview. To the extent necessary, a 
petition for extension of time under 37 C.F.R, 1.136 is 
hereby made and any required fee is authorized to be 
charged to the deposit account of Straub & Pokotylo, 
deposit account number 50-1049. 

None of the statements or discussion made herein are 
intended to be an admission that ajiy of the applied 
references are prior art to the present application and 
Applicants preserve the right to establish that one or 
more of the applied references are not prior art. 
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Respectfully submitted. 



July 2, 2007 



Michael P. Straub, Attorney 
Reg. No. 3 6, 941 
Tel.: (732) 542-9070 



CERTIFICATB OP FACSIMILE TRANSMISaiOKr 



I hereby certify that this paper (and any 
accompanying paper (s)) is being facsimile transmitted to 
the United States Patent Office on the date shown below. 

Michael P. Straub , __; 

Type or print name of person signing certification 




July 2, 2007 



Signature 



Date 
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